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OUR DUTY TOWARD MEXICO 



It is not the duty of the United States to "clean up" 
Mexico. Aggressive war -by the United States on 
Mexican territory would set our boasted Pan American- 
ism back a generation. It is not the duty of the United 
States to be led around by the nose by sinister financial 
interests. Those half-billion Mexican railroad securi- 
ties of ours; those $300,000,000 of mining and smelt- 
ing securities; those $125,000,000 oil stocks; those $50,- 
000,000 invested in agriculture, all owned by United 
States citizens, ought not to require the lining up of 
perfectly good American boys that they may be shot. 
Suppose there have been no cash dividends from the 
national railways of Mexico since January, 1914: it 
does not follow that the remedy is, therefore, to blow 
out the brains of some brave mill operators, clerks, and 
schoolboys. The remedy for a bandit's behavior at Co- 
lumbus is not to place a bullet in the heart of a thou- 
sand peons. It is not our duty to insist that our troops 
remain in Mexico against the wishes of the Mexican 
government or to ignore the rights and sovereignty of 
Mexico in any way. It is not our duty to ignore our 
treaty relations with Mexico and to place ourselves 
upon record as viewing our own treaties as scraps of 
paper. It is not our duty to approach Mexico in the 
spirit of "charity," carrying alms in our hands. It is 
not our duty or right to emphasize and insist upon Lord 
Palmerston's vicious and indefensible principle that the 
flag follows trade. Eemembering England's experience 
•of three long, expensive years trying to subdue 100,000 
Boers, it is not our duty, at an enormous expense of 
blood and treasure, madly to subdue and alienate 15,- 
000,000 Mexicans. 

Our duties in Mexico should start with sympathy 
and pity for the "little beggar boys and girls, many of 
them with bright and sensitive faces," and a genuine 
spirit of co-operation in the development of democratic 
institutions in that struggling land. It is our duty to 
promote in every possible way every earnest effort to 
establish justice under law in Mexico. It is our duty 
to stand for the .faith that righteousness and truth can 
be upheld by means other than war. Granted that we 
were justified as an act of self-defense in a sudden 
-emergency in entering Mexico, it is our duty not to 
outstay our time there. This United States Govern- 
ment has officially recognized General Carranza as the 
head of the de facto government of Mexico. It is our 



duty, therefore, to affirm in fact what we have recog- 
nized in theory. We are not justified in keeping our 
troops in Mexico counter to the wishes of the Carranza 
government. We of this hemisphere have boasted of 
our respect for international law, of our insistence 
upon the rights and duties of nations, both of which 
we have held up to the war-stricken nations of Europe 
as a guide and model. It is our duty to see that these 
fine things are not thrown into the scrap heap. We 
should do everything a friendly nation can do, but witb 
the advice and consent of the government which we have 
recognized, to enforce the law in Mexico. We must do 
everything possible to enlist the intelligent and willing 
cooperation of the nineteen other American republics,. 
We must remember our plighted faith to commit no 
unlawful act against an innocent or unoffending State, 
to observe, respect, and protect the rights of other 
States. In the well-known case of the schooner Ex- 
change, Chief Justice Marshall handed down a decision 
in 1812 in which he said : 

"The jurisdiction of the nation, within its own terri- 
tory, is necessarily exclusive and absolute; it is sus- 
ceptible of no limitation not imposed by itself." 

We must not deny to Mexico, a sovereign nation, the 
right to exercise exclusive jurisdiction over its territory 
and all persons within its territory, whether they be 
native or foreign. It is not our duty to make the Mexi- 
cans like as we are, to impose our civilization upon 
them. It is our duty to understand them better, that 
we may cooperate with them more intelligently and 
with a finer spirit of international friendship. 

The agrarian, clerical, and public-service problems of 
Mexico are great and difficult. We should loan our best 
scientists to Mexico for the solution of them and for 
the upbuilding of sanitation, cities, education, a better 
self-government, and a just taxation, where such scien- 
tists are needed and would be welcome. We should 
encourage the American Federation of Labor in its ef- 
forts to promote the friendly cooperation of labor in- 
terests in our two countries. We should teach the 
doctrine, and act as if we believed it, that the flag does 
not follow trade. We should cease making our flag 
follow the lawless and incompetent persons to the in- 
jury of international friendships. The lawful, compe- 
tent, and the gentlemanly need no flag to support them 
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in any foreign land whatsoever. It is our duty to 
examine into the whole question of concessions in Mex- 
ico, involving as they do the problem of the Monroe 
Doctrine. After the European war is over Europe will 
turn to Mexico and to the TJnited States for some inter- 
pretation of this problem, and we must have an answer 
in that day. The old system cannot go on. The eco- 
nomic life of that nation must be controlled by that 
nation, and not by foreigners interested in nothing 
beyond their own pockets. In the solution of this prob- 
lem of concessions, we are inclined to favor the sug- 
gestion of Mr. Lincoln Steffens and others that there 
should be a Joint High Commission, the duty of which 
shall be to aid the Carranza government in a most care- 
ful examination of this most vital matter. 

We should look to our motives with which we are 
going about this whole Mexican business. If we aim 
to aid Mexico — not as almoners, but as brothers — to 
rise out of her ignorance and to mount upon the wings 
of liberty to a condition of national peace and order, 
we shall be playing our part with the wisdom and the 
heroism of a truly great State. 



WILLIAM JENNINGS BRYAN— GUILTY 

Mr. William Jennings Beyan is up before the 
court again. The old charges are repeated ; some 
new ones appear. He is an old offender. This court 
is disturbed, and wonders how it shall dispose of such 
an incorrigible. 

The case against Mr. Bryan has never been fully set 
forth. Let us do that now. Reticence ceases to be a 
virtue at the last. 

Mr. S. Stanwood Menkin, vice-president of the Na- 
tional Security League, does not like Mr. William Jen- 
nings Bryan; he does not seem to like him even a little. 
Only recently he was cut to the quick because the 
National Education Association asked Mr. Bryan to 
speak at its annual meeting in New York, July 4. He 
wrote : "I feel that no more unfortunate selection could 
have been made to address a body of educators." 

If this were the opinion of one man, the court 
would hold that it is incompetent, irrelevant, and im- 
material. But there are many other things with which 
the said person is charged, and many other chargers. 
We have therefore probed critically and judicially into 
the very depths of the evidence against the activities of 
William Jennings Bryan. We have thought his activi- 
ties over. We have been especially impressed by the 
"metropolitan newspapers" and blushed for shame. We 
have meditated upon the darkness of Mr. Bryan's deeds 
with solemnity. We do not hesitate to give our opinion. 
Mr. Bryan is guilty, very guilty. 

The counts in the indictment are formidable. In the 



first place, Mr. Bryan has not properly understood our 
beautiful junker doctrine, namely, that "to safeguard 
peace we must prepare for war." Mr. Bryan has ex- 
amined that maxim, and has concluded, with Mr. Israel 
Zangwill, that "it was forged in hell." This is a sad 
reflection upon hell ; but Mr. Bryan has gone further. 
He has preached the doctrine that junkerism bewilders 
and inflames the innocent and produces what it is sup- 
posed to overcome. He has preached these doctrines- 
with careless abandon. Upon -this count Mr. Bryan is 
guilty. 

It is true that Mr. Bryan has run three times for the 
office of President of the United States — once in 1896. 
when he received 176 electoral votes; once in 1900, when 
he received 155 electoral votes, and once in 1908, when 
he received 162 electoral votes. We find him guilty in 
all three instances. There is no parallel for such guilt. 

With no permission from the jingo press, Mr. Bryan 
did, as a matter of fact, become Secretary of State 
March 4, 1913, and resigned June 9, 1915. Single- 
handed, he negotiated during his stay in that office 
thirty treaties designed to make war between the United 
States and thirty of the other great powers of the world 
less possible. We have looked into the records, and 
find that of this unprecedented business Mr. Bryan is 
also guilty. 

Far be it from us to resurrect in any carping spirit all 
of the evil deeds in this gentleman's past. We would not 
be so mean as to drag forth the fact that he graduated 
from college the valedictorian of his class; that for years 
he practiced law before the Illinois bar, and then before 
the bar of Nebraska; that he was a member of the 
52d and 53d Congresses; that he organized a regiment 
of Nebraska volunteer infantry in 1898, and that he 
was made the colonel of said regiment; that in 1906 he 
even circumnavigated the globe. But we cannot over- 
look the fact that he is not only an author and a speaker 
upon platforms, but that he has received pay for his 
writings and for his speeches. The money has been 
handed over to him ; he has appropriated the coin unto 
his own uses. But more nefarious, perhaps, than any 
of these high crimes and misdemeanors to which we 
reluctantly refer, there stands out a still more heinous 
charge. We seriously doubt the wisdom of putting this 
fact in type, but we must pay our debt to the iEscu- 
lapius of truth. Now that we have begun, we must tell 
all. The gentleman whose name appears in the title of 
this editorial is an editor ! 

There is war in the world. This is no time for 
Christianity. Mr. Bryan has quite forgotten this, or 
ignored it. The proud, mighty hungerers for guns and 
warships are the sure-in-heart patriots and profits of 
our national life. Mr. Bryan should have realized this 
long ago, and ceased his attacks upon the bullworks of 
our Bepublic. 



